• FORUM • 

Internal Party Journal of the S.P.G.B. 

_ OCIOBER 1953 SIXPENCE 

PRESENTING THE POSITIVE CASE 


in “A Positive Case (August FOR- 
_ M) Comrade Newell has touched upon 
,n interesting problem concerning our 
propaganda. 

Before dealing with the main idea of 
-ne subject, however, 1 must say that I 
think he is being a little harsh towards 
speakers. The aspects of Capitalism— 
Soviet Union, nationalisation, etc. — must 
oe explained in OPENING propaganda 
nd, as is more often the case, to answer 
questions put to the speaker. To party 
members it must seem wearisome—but 
it must be done. 

There is no harm done by the negative 
approach, provided that the positive case 
:> presented in a more explanatory vein. 
\nd this is where 1 join issue with our 
comrade, 1, too, “think most people 
these days are more concerned with what 
the world could be like. . .” 

Audiences have shown more attentive 
ness and interest lately. At a recent 
meeting half a dozen people personally 
commended the speaker for a lively and 
interesting approach to matter-of-fact, 
everyday problems. I think that reaction 
to the Tory and Labour Parties, because 
f their inability to really get down to 
major problems, is one' of the main 
causes of this trend. Here again, 
Though, the negative approach in ‘hold- 
mg up the mirror’ is a necessary pre¬ 
requisite to the constructive ideas of the 
speaker. 

★ ★ ★ 

1 suggest that the questions of travel, 
mass production, places of residence, and 
on, ARE important aspects of our 
isc. I he ideas of these things, though 
diversely held, can be proposed and dis¬ 
missed without fear of suggesting that 
e are “prophesying”. We do not 
know” — but this does not prevent us 
'Tom examining and explaining the rea- 
- ns for this or that form of travel; why 
mass production, so necessary under Cap¬ 
italism, can be dispensed with under So- 
alism; why it is supposed that we 
bould live in huge blocks of flats, in 
rut, why should flats be built at all? 


When we advocate the abolition of a 
system of society that gives rise to war, 
poverty, the use of coercion, etc., we af¬ 
firm with conviction that under the al¬ 
ternative we propose these things will 
not exist. But let some aspect of how 
we can conduct our lives with a view 
to happiness arise, then at once it be¬ 
comes “too controversial”, “futuristic”, 
“utopian” or “idle speculation”. 

Yet these aspects of life under Capital¬ 
ism, along with marriage, morals, etc., 
ARE contributory causes (flowing from 
the main causes) that result in the re¬ 
pression, suppression, unhappiness and 
frustration of humanity. 

The increasing numbers of nervous 
breakdowns and neuroses, the 10 million 
aspirins a day, the “need” for such stimu¬ 
lants as phenol barbitone and benzedrine, 
are evidence that there is a crying need 
for a vastly different way of fife. 

Mass Observation records the apathy 
and disinterest of most people in “poli¬ 
tics, i.e. dissatisfaction with the policies, 
and mistrust in the promises of political 
parties. “It doesn’t mean that they are 
apathetic in their minds, that they don’t 
care what happens. Probably more peo¬ 
ple care more to-day than ever before. 
But they feel they’re out of the picture, 
that all the great hierarchies of organi¬ 
sation by which lives are increasinglv or¬ 
dained aren’t really CONCERNED with 
them and their wants and needs. Lea¬ 
dership in general is becoming suspect, 
and with it the elaborate established 
machinery which leadership controls. 

1 his applies to the Churches as it does 
to the political parties.” (“Puzzled Peo¬ 
ple”, Mass Observation, p. 151). 

Religion can no longer supph r any 
consolation. Then, with the growing 
influx of women- into industry and the 
Armed Forces, and the consequent par¬ 
tial neglect of children, the family, as it 
was formerly known, is breaking up. 
What is to take its place ts of keen inter¬ 
est to socialist and non-socialist alike. 

On the sex aspect the raid on the poly¬ 
gamous community at Short Creek, Ari¬ 
zona. in July was noteworthy. It is feed 
fer thought when we hear'that a com¬ 


munity earning its living from the land 
condemned as “sinful” by the authorities 
can gain much sympathy from people 
and admiration from doctors because c f 
the wellbeing of its children, the absen.- 
of jealousy and (most important) the 
happiness that prevails. Even assuming 
that all their sympathisers looked upon 
polygamy as wrong, it is heartening t 
know that it was not prejudicial to their 
tolerance. 

* * ¥ 

It is my belief, then, that what some 
consider “crystal ball gazing” is not 5 : 
Modern problems fairly bristle with 
ideas for their solution. 

We can, in our propaganda, deal with 
these ideas, both in writing and ora*’ 
The greater part of our audiences are 
composed of those who can accept lucid 
ideas regarding their problems. It is 
therefore necessary that comrades shou! i 
come down sometimes from the “inte - 
lectual plane” and “meet the people,' : 
explain and discuss in ways that they 
can understand. The need, nay, the de¬ 
mand that exists to-day for a change 
however vague it may be in people’' 
minds, is the cue for us to penetratc 
the apathy with ideas, to stimulate dis¬ 
cussion. 

Whilst people in the main are cle .r 
about the NEGATIVE side of Capitalism, 
they are still in the exploring stage re¬ 
garding POSITIVE REMEDIES. Tbey 
know the spirit in which the search for 
new remedies should be undertaker — 
w orking for the common good instead of 
individual profit. In their conception 
Nationalisation as Socialism they reckon 
that a man who does not “pull his 
weight” is working against “Socialism 
(This, Comrade Newell, shows the prim¬ 
acy of the negative case). Then if e 
assist in the “exploring” we are cong ¬ 
ous that w e are on their path, and tha: 
we and they are groping in the same 
direction. And so w^e cannot be * 

discuss future 'socialist society . 

With the broadening conception "f 
what we mean by Socialism, and a: :: t 
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SHOULD SOCIALISTS BE 
BIOSOPHISTS? 


time anchored firmly to our prin¬ 
ciples and policy, is it not possible that 
we can “come down to earth” in discus¬ 
sion with those whose aspirations at 
least are parallel to ours? Instead of 
regarding the “socialist as a special kind 
t man,” we may see every man as a 
special kind of socialist. 

G. IIILBINGER. 


CORRESPONDENCE 

To the Editors. 

Comrades: 

I was amused (1 have not yet reached 
‘he point of being alarmed) at the letter 
in the August issue, suggesting the pos¬ 
sibility of allowing Capitalist adverts in 
the ‘S.S.’ 

I am not quite sure whether the com¬ 
rade really is serious or whether he is out 
-imply to create further discussion and 
argument for the cussedness of it. If 
e is serious, then I am equally as seri¬ 
ous. If not, then 1 suggest he devotes 
his time to more fruitful forms of writ¬ 
ing. 

He assumes as his premise that social¬ 
ists are not against the capitalists as a 
:lass. The fact is that we are against 
the capitalists ONLY as a class. 

He is probably quite correct in sav- 
; ng that adverts, would bring in a little 
money to the party—but at what cost, 
: jmrades ? It is surely negative to boost 
capitalist enterprise for the sake of im¬ 
mediate gains and, in the process, lose all 
that we have stood for. 

The so-called socialist press is a per¬ 
fect example of advertising, e.g. ‘Rey¬ 
nolds News’, ‘Daily Herald’ and ‘Daily 
Worker’, whose columns advise the 
workers how to invest with profit, ir¬ 
rigate their intestinal colons, acquire 
erfect busts, find ‘soul mates’ etc. This 
may indeed provide some measure o\ 
musing reading. 

Seriously, comrade, we can always 
vmr to the above newspapers if we have 
«eed for any of the things they advti- 
■ ise~ Tn the ‘S S ’ we find foo l for 
thought and socialist guidance. 

I suggest that a poll be made on the 
topic and am prepared to believe that the 
_tty . ill provide the answer in no un- 
:er:ain terms. I also believe that should, 
me mad and accept the view suggested 
Comrade Robert, then there would be 
_ decrease in membership as a result. 

Yours fraternally, 

BRAIN, 

Swansea Branch. 


in the August FORUM H. Jarvis in¬ 
troduces a new study known as Biosophy. 
He defines it as “the science or art of 
living well in an environment which 
appears to be against one’s health and 
happiness . . . the art of making oneself 
adaptable, of living in harmony with 
nature and evolution instead of against 
it. ’ (emphasis mine). 

Use of the word ‘appears’ always al¬ 
lows for a certain amount of doubt. As 
far as socialists are concerned, there is 
NO doubt that capitalism is against one’s 
health and happiness. 

Whether one is a socialist or not, one 
has to comply with the demand and sup¬ 
ply conditions of capitalism. If those 
conditions mean, for example, that a 
worker can only earn a livelihood in the 
catering trade, then he must produce and 
sell tea, cola drinks, white bread, cakes, 
tinned foods—or get out! — 

Jarvis then talks about ‘adapting one¬ 
self to nature instead of living against 
it. Does he mean this to apply to present 
day conditions or to socialism ? Under 
capitalism we do not merely ‘adapt’ our¬ 
selves to conditions the working class 
are COERCED. As Marx stated, “what 
we have to do is not to talk about the 
will of the capitalist, but to enquire into 
his power, the limits of that power.” 

This condition equally applies to the 
worker, whether he be a socialist or, in 
H. Jarvis's case, a ‘biosophist’. 

± ★ ★ 

Then he refers to the question of being 
against nature. Surely, since the begin¬ 
ning of human history man has always 
had to ARREST the forces of nature; to 
grapple with nature, i.e. to build dams, 
bridges, EXCAVATE (a word which 
Jarvis must detest) the soil in order to 
find various metals and minerals to make 
tools and other products; to fell trees in 
order to make shelter, furniture, sea and 
river vehicles which bring those precious 
fruits and nuts which the nature curists, 
cum socialists, cum (bio)sophists treas¬ 
ure so much. 

Assuming that Comrade Jarvis’s pro¬ 
position of adapting and harmonising 
oneself to nature is neccessarv, this does 
not tell us how it should be done. The 
forces of nature are destructive, as well 
as providing sufficient food and shelter, 


etc. for all. Jt is therefore not a quest! n 
of being against nature, but of counter¬ 
acting the forces of nature as well, using 
the sources which nature provides. 

Then he talks about socialists falling 
for advertisements urging people to e-: 
white bread. This is not true. Most 
people to-day eat white bread beca;:- - 
they like it and find it palatable. W here - 
as they find that whole-meal bread is 
more highly starched and, owing to i:s 
over-rawness, they cannot assimilate it 
so easily. This rawness is broken d* 
in white bread. 

Men and women engaged full-time 
chemists, dieticians, and others allied t 
this type of work state that white br- 
has no serious or harmful effects 
health. For example, in a recent test 
child fed over a considerable period \\ itrr 
white bread was just as healthy as : e 
child fed on whole-meal bread. 

In recent reports it was stated that t e 
agene which is used in (he production of 
white bread caused frenziedness in dogs 
But is it correct for nature-cure-sociar- 
ists (biosophists) to claim that it 
have the same effects on humans? 

Towards the end of his article Com¬ 
rade Jarvis remarks about the harm¬ 
ful toxins. No substantial proof is given 
to support this statement — only asser- 
tions made in “Health For All” magazine 

Comrade Jarvis’s difficulty is that e 
is trying to run socialogically in 
directions at the same time, i.e.. - 

ism and nature-cure. This is clear 
shown when he refers to the need to 
socialism and put the basis right”. Yet 
further on he claims that “biosophy see- 
to put right not only the social system 
mut also health by understanding.” 

Understanding what ? Is socialEm 
or biosophy that will put things run 
Comrade Jarvis ? 

In summarising his article it can : 
be stated that most of his remarks con¬ 
tain assertions, but not proof. If per¬ 
son claims that eating meat cause- in¬ 
growing toenails then he or she must 
show substantial proof that this is th 
efficient cause. 

I think it would be more reason:.! - 
for Comrade Tarvis to say that it is r t 
any one cause that gives rise to social 
evils existing to-day. but a concvrren e 
of causes. 

D. BROOK- 
(ex-Central Branch * 
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WITHOUT DISTINCTION OF SEX 


The 4th clause of ourD. of 1\ refers 
. * c emancipation of all mankind with¬ 
out distinction of race or sex. Fairly fre- 
c :ent statements on our attitude to the 
theories of racism are contained in our 
literature —in fact a whole pamphlet has 
teen published on this subject. By com- 
: -rison, however, the amount of space 

* Lt we devote to explaining “ with- 
t distinction of sex” is, to say the least, 

- eagre. Yet it is equally obvious that 
racialism will be brought about by men 
AND women as by white and black peo- 

e It is just as inconceivable that pro¬ 
perty society prejudices will continue to 

- :1st in the one sphere as it will on the 
ther. 

Perhaps it will be said that the distinc- 

* :-n of sex does not have the same politi¬ 
cal significance as that of race. True, our 
critics less often question the ability of 
p men to understand Socialism than the 

ility of negroes, for example. But we 
must not imagine, because race prejudice 
be more often brought into discuss- 
ns about Socialism than sex prejudice, 
H it the latter is less worthy of being 
iealt with in our propaganda. On the 
:• ntrary, it is just because prejudices 

- _ :h as the innate inferiority of women 
ir_ more deeply rooted that they are 

* ken for granted and not seriously 
cl illenged by the arguments of socialists, 
wc ;o may themselves be not completely 
Sn-I of them. 

I: -eems that the whole question of 

- rialist views on sex matters is at pre- 

controversial. Some members think 
that :he monogamic family will continue 
"ter Socialism, and others have differ¬ 
ent views on the association of the sexes. 
I: r *t. however, a mere matter of spec- 

: : »n and cannot always be dismissed 

t : ting Engels “what we can now 

DTn;ectuxe. . . is mainly of a negative 

* --. ter. limited for the most part to 

ill disappear.” 

The -ex relations of people in any soc¬ 
iety. it least in their social aspect, are an 
~r „ t. nart of the framework of that so- 
T hey must be a concern of those 
Ti i" bring about social change 
are part of our object, Socialism. 

- ' : • . are also entitled to be discus- 

: :r yjr r>r opaganda, if for no other 

■ei_s:r_ than that the solution of their sex 
y erts looms larger in the mind of 
*' r audiences than do many 
r" f the problems that we claim 
will solve. 

7k t : k mg notes can no doubt be 
members better •t irdified 10 
ihD -Ttbiect than I. 


Men and women arc biologically equi¬ 
valent and psychologically equivalent. 
Each contributes equally to the chromo¬ 
somes of the child they produce. In 
primitive communism the matriarchal 
principle applied: all human beings are 
equal, since they are all the children of 
mothers and each one a child of Mother 
Earth. With the rise of private property, 
and the change from an agricultural, 
communal society to a herding/individu¬ 
alistic one, this unity was dissolved and 
superseded bv the patriarchal family, 
which subordinated woman to man. 

It is characteristic of any society in 
which one sex is dominant and the other 
subordinate, that all the useful virtues 
are arrogated to the dominant sex. His¬ 
tory and anthropology show, however, 
that there is no such thing as a mascu¬ 
line trait or a feminine trait, as such, 
because the roles have been completely 
reversed in different societies. 

“ Few people realise that in ancient 
Egypt the child derived its name from 
its mother rather than from its father, 
that older women married younger 
men, that men had to be chaste before 
marriage, whereas women were al¬ 
lowed a double standard; that a man 
had to bring a dowry to a marriage, 
and a woman had to sw r ear to support 
her aged parents and those of her hus¬ 
band ; that men used cosmetics, chan¬ 
ged their fashions every season, and 
remained at home to watch the pots 
and pans, while their woman-folk were 
out running the business of the day, 
wearing the same tunic year in and year 
out, abjuring cosmetics as inferior, and 
even laughing at their husbands for 
their gossip and pettiness.” 

(W. Beran Wolfe, “How To Be Happy 
Though Human”) 

As far as Socialism is concerned, we 
can say that in general it will bring a 
return to the old matriarchal relations of 
equality, on a higher level. The present 
marriage institution is based on the econ¬ 
omic independence of the woman on the 
man. This basis will disappear, and no 
binding contract will be necessary be¬ 
tween the parties as regards livelihood. 
Children will no longer be regarded as 
the property of their fathers, and every 
infant that comes into the world will 
enjoy all the advantages on equal terms 
with all others. 

The dissolution of the patriarchal fam¬ 
ily will bring a form of association be¬ 
tween the sexes based on competition but 
on co-operation. A great deal of unhap¬ 
piness is caused to-day by conditions in 


which men seek to avoid the financial re¬ 
sponsibilities of marriage and v, omer 
seek to enforce their legal rights to main¬ 
tenance or alimony. Sexual competit: n 
is a feature of property society, and pr - 
duces many harmful results which a 
socialist society will avoid. 

The tendency within Capitalism is re¬ 
wards the emancipation of w oman in the 
limited sense of enabling her to compete 
successfully with men in more spheres 
of the production of wealth. This will 
lay the foundation for their equal par¬ 
ticipation in socialist society. Education 
and environment in general will erase 
those undesirable distinctions between 
men and women which constitute the bat¬ 
tle of the sexes instead of their harmoni¬ 
ous co-operation. 

This is not to suggest that women will 
become more masculine and men more 
effieminate. It is the distinctions which 
are harmful to the development of human 
personality that will go. The prejudices 
about “a woman’s work” or “a man ? 
job” are doomed, nor is there any reason 
why the initial sexual approach sh- ul i 
be considered the prerogative of the man 
while the woman “waits to be asked.” In 
short, men and women, by exercising 
freely their physical and mental faculties, 
will participate equally in every aspect of 
society. 

¥ ¥ ¥ 

That is a tentative outline of what ’ 
think w r e should mean when we sa;- 
“without distinction of sex”. It would 
be interesting* to hear the views of other 
members on this question. Not as an 
interesting diversion from the accepter 
Party case, but as part of what should 
be accepted AS the Party case. 

STAN. 


BOUND COPIES 

We have had enquiries about when artd 
over what period copies of FORUM will 
be available. The first fifteen issue? 
(October 1952—December 1953 inclusive 
together w ith a full index, will be pre¬ 
pared early in December. Since there 
are only 48 copies of each issue reserved 
for this purpose, we suggest that those 
who wish to make sure of their volume 
place an order with the Literature Sec- 
retary at H.Q., as soon as possible 

We are pleased to acknowledge a done ::k : 
of £3 from our comrades in the W .S P.. r= r 
a collection taken at their Annual Conference 
to assist in the publication of FOR CM 
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ARE THE WORKERS BETTER OFF? 


A simple question, you think? Most 
people would at once answer “Yes” and 
' 5 s on to the next business. Then there 
are those who say this question does not 
rr. itter, because it is “irrelevant.” 

This will not do. This question must 
I e answered, not evaded. Evasion or ac- 
* tance of the popular view (“Yes”) is 
fatal to the socialist case. Socialism is 
based on Marx’s analysis of Capitalism, 
from which the following conclusions 
* ere drawn: 

First, that Capitalism paves the way 
•* r Socialism, objectively, by the centrali¬ 
sation of capital—“one capitalist always 
- T many” and the 

introduction of the co-operative form 
of labour-process. 

« conscious application of science to 
production. 

Correspondence and articles shoi»4d be 
sent to FORUM, S.P.G.B., 52, Clapham 
High St., London, S.W.4. Subscriptions 
12 months, 7/6d, 6 months 3,9d. Cheques 
and P.O.’s should be made payable to: 

E. Lake,S.P.G.B. 


FORUM EDITORS 

At least two of the present members 
:: the I.P.J. Committee will not be seek- 
:rc re-election next year. For the in- 
f rmation of our prospective successors 
e outline below the work of the Com¬ 
mittee. 

Receive contributions from members, 
them typed if necessary. Correct 
spelling and other grammatical errors. 

: unt the number of words of each con- 
*nbution to ensure that a correct total 
~ -ent to the printer. Provide titles 
-ere necessary. Check quotations from 
ter FORUM contributors. Generally 
e:.t material in accordance with the wri¬ 
ter- wishes or the Executive Commit¬ 
tee f instructions. Write editorial articles 
r : notes. 

-end material to printer with instruc¬ 
ts r.s as to setting where necessary. Read 
:: £5 in galley form. Make paste-up 

* ' "inter to work by (by cutting galley 
- : fs into page form). 

Rr.swer correspondence from members 
: branches. Ascertain sales figures 
= printing costs, and report to the E.C. 

required. Estimate number of copies 
likely to be needed each month. Arrange 

* delivery to H.Q. 

THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 

Blessed is man who, having noth¬ 
ing to say, abstains from giving us 
worthy evidence of the fact. 


(3) transformation of the instruments of 
production into instruments only us¬ 
able in common. 

(4) entanglement of the peoples of the 
world in the market. 

C.f. of Capital, Yol. 1. Kerr edition, 
p. 836 (summarised). 

Subjectively, Socialism is pioneered by 
“the growth of the revolt of the work¬ 
ing class; always increasing in numbers 
disciplined, united and organised. . . by 
capitalist production itself, (ibid. p. 837). 

Why did Mark expect the revolt of the 
working class to grow ? His answer is 
plain and straight, quite clear, and the 
only one that makes sense; 

“As capital accumulates, the lot of 
the labourer, be his payment high or 
low, must grow worse.” 

(ibid p. 709). 

As we know (from a glance through 
“Capital” or even “Value, Price and Pro¬ 
fit”) that Marx regarded the accumula¬ 
tion of capital as the chief law of Capit¬ 
alism, it follows that he held that “the 
lot of the labourer must grow worse.” 
Tie also evidently held that the labourer 
could get high pay and still be worse oft. 

The motive for the growing revolt is, 
therefore, bitter discontent with things 
as they are, NOT the attainment of what 
might be. It is when workers learn that 
their lives must get worse under Cap¬ 
italism that they turn to Socialism, be¬ 
cause there is nowhere else to turn to. 

To make himself perfectly clear, Marx 
explicitly enumerated those factors mak¬ 
ing the working class revolt: 

“Along with the constantly dimin¬ 
ishing number of magnates of capital 
. . . grows the mass of misery, oppres¬ 
sion, slavery, degradation and exploit¬ 
ation.” 

— (ibid. p. 836). 

This statement has been referred to as 
“The theory of Increasing Misery”. Ac¬ 
cording to Professor G. D. H. Cole, Laski, 
Bernard Shaw, & Co., Marx has been 
proved wrong because the workers are 
better, not worse off to-day. 

Marx gave the following evidence for 
his contentions. Under Capitalism 

(a) “All methods for raising the social 
productiveness of labour are bught at 
the cost of the individual labourer.” 

(b) “All means for the development of 
production transform themselves into 
means of domination over and ex¬ 
ploitation of the producers.” 

1. They mutilate the labourer into 
fragment of a man, degrading him to 
the level of an appendage of a tnacli 
ine. 


2. They estrange him from the intellec- 
tual potentialities of the labour pr. - 
cess. 

3. They distort the conditions under 
which he works. 

4. They subject him to despotism. 

5. They transform his life-time int 
working time. 

6. They drag his wife and child beneaT. 
the juggernaut of capital. 

(ibid. p. 708) 

Having these points clearly in mind, 
we can now proceed to put Marx to the 
test, and answer the question “Have 
workers' conditions improved?” Facing 
up squarely to the fact that if the answer 
is “Yes” he and Socialism are OUT. 

THE “IMPROVEMENTS” 

What are the data usually advanced in 
favour of the Labour-Fabian view? The 
following are typical, collected mainly at 
public meetings: 

(1) Shorter hours. 

(2) Greater mobility (transportation). 

(3) Consultation (joint committees and 
factory welfare). 

(4) Paid holidays. 

(5) Education. 

(6) Medical attention, and milk and 
meals in schools. 

(7) Unemployment insurance. 

(8) Retirement pensions. 

(9) Better housing. 

In addition it is claimed that working- 
class people live longer and that working- 
class children are taller and heavier than 
previous generations of corresponding 
age. 

Every one of these so-called “improve¬ 
ments” of the workers is an investment 
by the capitalists to increase workers' 
efficiency. So far from making their live^ 
easier they make them work harder than 
ever before — for less. 

The paid holiday, the medical attention 
and pensions are bought at a very hea\\ 
price of decimation and suffering. So 
intense is the speed of work today that 
three-quarters of a million physically fit 
workers were receiving mental treatment 
in 1952 (British Medical Association ). 

According to Dr. Bicknell, vice-chair¬ 
man of the Eood Education Society, t lie 
people of this country take 10 million 
aspirins daily, making a picture (in hi- 
words) of a nation tired and sick. ITitr 
patent medicine advertisements sh* 
that occupational diseases like indiges¬ 
tion, constipation, “tiredness,” infltienz 
and cancer are universal and increasing 
In the U.S.A. 100 million dollars wor-T 
of laxatives are swallowed yearly. The 
British Cancer Research Associati • 
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_ that Mic. person in every six is a 

ne fairly reliable index of the social 

• sui n of the workers is the official re- 
Itn ' :•£ tlie Inland Revenue office. Using 
\ returns the S.S. was able to show 
l it the position of the workers after 

e Second W orld W ar was the same as 
a: : -±r the hrst, '‘so that thirty years of 
€J -n^re has produced no result whatever. 

per cent of the wealth was owned by 
1C rr cent of the population in 1918, and 
>till is. 

A further index of the British workers' 
p economic position is the number 

d-age pensioners. Four and a quar- 
: million retired workers now draw 

_ C weekly. So inadequate is this 
j. r_e that two million have success- 
passed a stringent Means Test for 
supplementary benefit” to keep them 
e. Two and a quarter million are sub¬ 
sist : u :>n “public assistance” while Great 
: is enjoying the greatest industrial 
!:• m of this century. 

” r shorter hours are nullified by the 
el re .r tense pace. The workers’greater 
z: fifty yets them to the factory more 

cu : : The joint committee helps the 

er. er to produce and export more 
ntably. The holidays are paid for, to 
' :re ^:e the exhausted worker for more 
■ c-rk for the employer. The so-called 
education, for the great majority, is 

■ : r*ny for paid work. 

The State distribution of milk to the 
c Iren of the workers is the clearest 
c ier :e that their parents have neither 

■ - can- nor opportunity of supplying 
filer - n offspring with the greatest 

regularly themselves. Workers’ 
iren : -day are larger and heavier 
_r. ;;:e:r grandfathers were. So are 
rattle ±nd sheep, pigs, eggs and toma- 
t ' iiid for the same reason—they are 
n re v Unable that way. 

"btc workers DO live longer lives to- 
:— me re years of grinding poverty. 
- _ xL eekly they enjoy more mis- 

<r.- I.nger. 

- : : verminous slums have been 
V- :hei : n i where they have not fall- 
~o> arid replaced by blocks of flats 
<•' f line because those living in the 

• : pro pert could not be efficient work- 

o . ‘ housing” conditions, which 

. exp re -ther workers to disease. 

t 2nd the Economist published 
a * run a:: r. Supplement” on the econ- 
m~:: z si:: n of Great Britain for the 
50 • e.~ s. These tables and graphs 
ed :h? during this period, the pro- 
•orking c 

i:T fl mi the profits of the employers 
- . r :hc impre . ements? In 1900 


the consumption of meat per head was 
133 lbs.; in 1951, 75 lbs. In 1900 no mar¬ 
garine was produced—it was one of the 
‘‘improvements’’ yet to be invented. In 
1900 14 lbs. of butter per head w ere con¬ 
sumed; in 1934, 25 lbs. In 1951, 15 lbs. 
of butter and 18 lbs. of margarine. 

In May this year the Minister of Food 
informed the House that one and three 
quarter millions were refusing to take 
their butter ration. When it is realised 
that this ration is less than 4 oz. daily, 
then it simply means that nearly two 
million “improved” workers cannot afford 


As the title suggests, the main thesis 
of this book is that mind is an expression 
of brain function, and that its contents 
are largely determined by social forces. 
Dr. Doran uses the growth of medical 
know ledge from ancient Egypt to the 
present as his main illustration; other 
chapters are devoted to the nature, con¬ 
tent and development of the mind. 

The author notes that recent advances 
in physics, such as the “wave theory” of 
matter, have helped to break down the 
old dualistic concept of mind and matter. 
Biological and physiological research has 
shown the unsoundness of the orthodox 
view of a spirit-mind. For example, spa¬ 
tial patterns in the outside w orld are con¬ 
nected with the spatial representation of 
that w r orld in the human brain, which is 
compared to a vast telephone exchange. 

Dr. Doran traces the history of religi¬ 
ous beliefs to illustrate the fact that other 
men's fears, hopes, beliefs, prejudices and 
values largely determine the content of 
the mind. The creation of Christianity 
is shown to have been only a reshaping 
of ideas inherited from the past. So great 
was the power of tradition in preserving 
the Christian-Aristotelean concept of the 
cosmos that it was not until 1822 that 
the Pope gave to the sun “formal sanc¬ 
tion to become the centre of the planetary 
system.” 

Analysis of medical theory at different 
periods supports the view that the con¬ 
tent of man’s mind is determined mainly 
by his contact with other men, and not 
by spontaneous generation of ideas. This 
view has, of course, always been held by 
socialists, since the Marxian theory of 
materialism is based upon the reversal 
uf the Hegelian dialectic of the unfolding 
of the Idea to account for the real world. 
Among many interesting points made in 
this chapter is that the earl}* Christian 


the amount the Economist r - 
fathers at in 1900 i 14 lbs. per anr. :~ 
Research w as undertaken recent , 
the standard loaf. Evidence v as i:. - 

that agene gas being pumped :r.t_ r 
to increase oxidisation in the dige>tr*e 
process to give workers “increa-ec en¬ 
ergy.” The Canine Defence _txLt 
warned members that dogs fed it i * r 
bread would develop hysteria r ts 
on this workers’ diet in the z- :r 
died before others given n 

Some economists (hypi verchd ~ 

nearer) claim that because the n 

* * 


view of disease (“sent by .-i _ 

punishment for sin" ) cons ret¬ 

rograde step in the history of neUrre 

The chapter on the deveh:rnt:: * 
mind is rather technical, but it 
w ard the idea that creati n i zr . ~ 
achieved by allowing the nurd * 
over facts; man cannot see zerd&rm 
process, but he can ^e the trod-:* * er 
haps this will help to iae dM 

objection “if Socialism :s s r>j»i - 
haven’t others seen it * —i t 
brooded long over fact-. n : - - 

to be given a proce>? r tc 

explained except in term ~ :: t ± t - :: t 
Socialism. 

The author conclude' b; r - nr. 

the growth of mind — derrt: ns ire — tr¬ 
action of material brains rr . —e= 

linked with the transmission * - 

patterns by tradition His r t- » ^ 
the Church is “in the chrx : ~ :— 
which believes in a Go i v he : i ~ — 

it is hard to understand h t ~ _ 
of his chosen representatives r : • — 

the leaders of the Church —a . : z 

been permitted to harr ur s: uc - ne 
liefs about the true nature f the t? -. zm 
universe.” 

In the restrained languor- 
the true scientist. Dr Lyons res: 
that “the main purp -e : : 
try to demonstrate that if *_r-: — j&l » 
regarded as a social phen ; r r- - s*. 

materialistic hypothesis is st 
perhaps to the point r.tr 
serve the serious con-i :c-rc u _ 
ponents.” 

This book is ne c: mr. u “ 
on subjects closely allied ru- 
for Socialism. It is hiuri: t u i 
Head Office Library. . hirh . U: l 
scope of new and sec r.d--arc 2k sar 
the deepening C rori' 
iserC knowledge. 


MIND — A SOCIAL PHENOMENON 
F. S. A. Doran, Watts & Co. I0,6d. 
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on cosmetics and tobacco have in¬ 
creased enormously, the v.orkers' coiid!- 
:ior - have improved correspondingly. 
Smcc Vv lien has consumption ot cigarettes 
au-d iipsticks been evidence of prospei- 
uy : Tobacco is mainly an unsatisfae- 
■ ry substitute for nourishing food—di¬ 
gestion requires leisure and comfort. 
. smetics are make-believe for real 
health. 

. -day the workers eat more adul ter¬ 
med food and substitutes than ever. 

*.astics” are worn instead of wool and 
. ither. Rayons from corn-husks have 
v^ted flannel and linen. Unhealthy rub¬ 
ber and jute, shoddy but gaudy rubbish, 
r.as replaced the sturdy, lasting work¬ 
men’s clothes of fifty years ago. The 
. rkers are not better dressed—they are 
showily dressed in pathetically cheap 
finery. 

How is a working man, buried in twen¬ 
ty miles of filthy bricks and mortar like 
London or Manchester, '‘better oft”, if 
ris only chance of a sight of the sea or 
untry is to pledge his entire credit on 
i television set or small car? 

A further case quoted is the millions 


gambled on football pools. No dearer 
evidence of the poverty of the workers 
today is needed. Popular bets are PEN¬ 
NY points, against odds of millions to 
one. 

If the American worker is prosperous 
because millions are spent on cosmetics 
there, then the people of Australia, where 
9,000,000 buy 7,000,000 sets of false teeth 
a year (National Dental Congress) must 
be the most fortunate on earth. 

Another favourite is house purchase. 
So far from indicating modern workers’ 
prosperity, it shows the reverse. So des¬ 
perate is the housing position of many 
workers to-day that they are ready to 
gamble their lives on endowment poli¬ 
cies to get a place for their children to 
sleep and play in. The worker mort¬ 
gages his life, gives up his pleasures and 
spends his paid holiday bricklaying or 
painting "his” mortgaged house. 

In 1863 there existed a somewhat simi¬ 
lar sintuation to that of to-day. As a 
period of staggering expansion of trade 
and industry it has never been equalled. 
The railways were being completed, and 
the world was opening up then. Glad¬ 


stone, the Chancellor, referred in hi- ' : i- 
get speech to “the intoxicating augmen¬ 
tation of wealth, confined almost entire 
to classes of property.” Fabulous for¬ 
tunes had been made in double- : . 
time. “The rich have been growing rich¬ 
er, and the poor have been growing L " 
poor,” he said, adding “that whether the 
extremes of poverty are less I do n * 
presume to say”. 

What was the standpoint of Mars 
What did he reply at a time when aim >t 
every speech and publication confiderm 
predicted 'increasing, boundless prosper¬ 
ity? In Volume 1 of “Capital” (p.71- 
and subsequently in the Inaugural Ami- 
dress of the International, he wrote: 

“If the working class has remained 
‘poor’, only 'less poor' in proportion as 
it produces for the wealthy class ar 
'intoxicating augmentation of wealth . 
then it has remained relatively just as 
poor ... If the extremes of poverty 
have not lessened they have increased 
because the extremes of wealth have 
The workers cannot be “better < A* 
They can either be slaves or free. 

HORATIO. 


PROBLEMS OF PROPAGANDA - I 


1 his is the first of a series of four short 
nicies on questions of propaganda that 
meet the Party. No claim is made that 
the examination is anything more than 
cursory, and the object is mainly to stim- 
-Lite further discussion and criticism of 
the points raised and suggestions made. 

First, what is propaganda? It is a 
medal form of persuasion as a means of 
s : cial control. According to Brembeck 
ad Howell (“ Persuasion '') it comprises 
* }ur general stages, which may occur in 
the following order. 

(a) to gain and maintain attention, 
t b) to arouse desires. 

• c) to demonstrate how these desires 
can be satisfied. 

1 d) to produce a specific response. 
These steps are often telescoped and 
merrelated. This particular sequence 
may not be applicable to Socialism, but 
: can help us to distinguish the various 
. ements in our propaganda, so that we 
mn gain a greater insight into how it 
"as its effect. As far as we are concerned, 
stage (a) may involve the Party's litera¬ 
ture and meetings, (b) is, broadly 
-peaking, the desire to solve social 
-■ blems, (c) is Socialism, the system of 
- >ciety and (d) may be the auditor's 
i meptance of socialist ideas, signified by 
vis application for membership. 

FORUM has already discussed what is 
: socialist (Rab, June issue), but not the 


question of what MAKES a socialist. A 
common answer is that this the result of 
a socialist analysis of Capitalism. But 
that begs the question — how does a 
“socialist analysis” differ from any other ? 
An answer that seems to other greater 
scope for fruitful discussion is Rowan's 
concept of a socialist ATTITUDE. 

What are the ingredients of this 
socialist attitude? Ideally, they are the 
sum of all the ideas that the Party propa¬ 
gates. In fact, however, they are a 
number of responses in a given set of 
circumstances. This is implicit in the 
Party's examination of applicants for 
membership. Certain more or less stock 
questions are asked, and the applicant 
replies along the lines that his experience 
of socialist propaganda has taught him. 
This propaganda, then, is not only 
instrumental in making socialists, but is 
also responsible for the kind of socialists 
that are made. 

Let us look at S.P.G.B., propaganda as 
we know it today. To some members it 
constitutes the analysis of Capitalism and 
the call to establish a new society. A 
few put it that " you cannot analyse 
Capitalism without implicity calling for a 
new society.” To Trotman, for example. 
Socialism IS the class struggle (Delegate 
meeting discussion). Now, it is my 
contention that these are immature con¬ 
cepts—symptomatic of an early stage in 


the growth of socialist ideas. A better 
way of understanding the matter is t 
regard propaganda as the means which 
advance the object (provided that we do 
not overlook the continuity of means an i 
object) and to assess the value of propa¬ 
ganda in terms of closer approximate’ n 
of people's ideas to ideas which belong t 
Socialism. 

It is a popular view' among members 
that the Party should in its propagar i 
first attempt to clear away incorrect 
ideas about Capitalism AND THEN 
proceed to talk about Socialism. This is 
based on a false separation — it ignore- 
the unity of criticism and construct! * — 
It is precisely the presence of sociah-i 
ideas (i.e. discussion of Socialism > that 
breaks dow n prejudice in ways heir: 
to the advancement of Socialism. AnalyA- 
of Capitalism BY ITSELF is ne er 
socialist propaganda. It is never the 
analysis of the past or present that : - 
dynamic or revolutionary element—: - 

the concept of the object, pertaining i 
the future. 

This is not to say that an understanlir.g 
of Capitalism is not necessary to 
socialist. But much more is also neces¬ 
sary. Everything that is controversial ir 
the realm of Socialism (i.e. every attemt - 
ted elaboration of 'common ownerLr: 
etc.”) must be freely and openb — - 

sed at all levels of understanding. 
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b in order that general political contro- 
ersy may centre around not Capitalism 
I . versus Capitalism (2) but Capitalism 
ersus Socialism. In short, everything 
that gets people talking about Socialism 
s useful to us. 

★ ★ ★ 

There is a curious prejudice in the 
i irty that discussion about issues upon 
hich these is disagreement among 
members is “confusing’' to non-mem- 
ers. This doubtless arises because non¬ 
members, on hearing such controversy, 


may be uncertain about what is or should 
be the Party “ line ” on it. However, it 
should be clear that it is not more 
confusing to discuss controversial issues 
than either of the alternatives, i.e. silence, 
or pretending that these is no contro¬ 
versy. 

We have seen that both the propaganda 
and the type of socialist it makes are the 
product of certain conditions. Why, 
then, is the attempt sometimes made to 
narrow these conditions by a censorship 
on controversy? If there are two views 
among members on, say, mass production 
under Socialism, why shouldn’t non¬ 


members discuss them.'' It is more than 
likely that in examining the re .- ms 
these views the non-members will learr 
more about Socialism than by liscer.i'e 
to the sterile recitation of agreed plati¬ 
tudes which many members think of 
Socialism. 

We cannot produce the specific res¬ 
ponse we desire in our audiences • w r- 
for Socialism) unless we demonstrate 
how their desires can be satisfied < social 
problems can be solved). Necessary as 
it is to EXPLAIN Capitalism, it is 
incumbent upon us always to PROPA¬ 
GATE Socialism. S. R. P. 


EFFICIENCY - OUR GREAT NEED 


Out of about 1100 members of our 
-rr.all party of good boys, 1000 are little 
: re than passengers or inefficient mutts 
ho contribute nothing to laying the 
foundations of Socialism. Few will like 

- :ese harsh words, but fine words butter 
no parsnips, and the Party has never been 
. mutual admiration society, so let’s face 

We have been correctly called “ arm- 
air philosophers ”—quite a good term 
n my opinion, and still applicable. 

F. A. Ridley (of late I.L.P. fame,) once 
iatcd that a real socialist party would 
■ rive to combine the correct scientific 
i ctrines of the S. P.G.B., with the enthu- 
: ism of the Communist Party, plus the 
•rganising power of the Labour Party. 
Vhatever we think about Ridley, or the 
_ mmunist and Labour Parties, is neither 
ere nor there. The Communist Party 
from time to time indulges in a little self- 
criticism— providing it has little to do 
with Socialism, as we know full well— 
ut we need to indulge in a lot of criticism 
hich should have a direct bearing on 
idiieving Socialism. Our idea that 
S cialism will be obtained when the 
workers understand and want it can be a 
jreat impediment to Socialism, and lead 
many to accept the idea that we can do 

- ‘thing, and must wait until the masses 
*•: the workers get moving. 

Consider our own meetings —so regu¬ 
larly do they commence half an hour late 
that nobody wants to come punctually. 

party comrade who has been abroad 
• r 17 years turned up at a branch 
meeting an hour late quite recently, and 
--.r.kl\ confessed that he knew from 
: eerience that it was never any good 
otherwise. He had learnt that 17 
£ar> ago, and assumed that it was still 
“Members can’t get to meetings 
t r’y as the T * have to work late.” We 
_ c ;dl heard it — an empty excuse, 
ab > * t Sundays, for the same 
i Lies' The few non-party members 
- h-.ve who attend our meetings arc 
wMy th<oe who are punctual. Does 


this point matter? It would be very bad 
psychology to ignore it. We have all 
heard the challenge “You couldn’t run a 
fried fish shop—how do you expect to 
run Socialism?” The honest answer is 
that we could not run Socialism, we 
would make an unholy mess of it if we 
tried, because we are a party full of 
inefficient and impracticable dreamers. 
The few efficient ones who do all the 
work arc a drop in the socialist ocean! 

One swallow doesn’t make a summer 
anyway. What else can’t we do? Well, 
we can’t run a decent magazine and work 
up a circulation that will influence people 
after 50 years, and w r e don’t look like 
doing it for the next 500 years. Is there 
anything else? Yes certainly—we can t 
run H.O. We decided to purchase prem¬ 
ises and now find that it has nearly sent 
the party broke, and instead of these 
premises being a foundation stone on 
which to build a real, influential party, 
we find that they are a liability. They 
are as much good to us as a church is to 
its local members who make use of it one 
day a w eek. 1 know that one per cent 
of the Party helps to keep H.O. going, 
while 99 per cent do nothing. 

What’s the next grouse? Look at the 
audience of the average propaganda 
meeting and w T hat do we find? Nearly 
all are party members — the converted 
preaching to the converted. How long 
will it take us to get Socialism that way? 
Our job, if we are to run meetings, is to 
get non-party members there. But how 
many of us ever try to thatch the hedge 
for the speaker? Go to any branch 
lecture and consider the composition of 
the audience. We can’t all be speakers, 
or give magnificent propaganda orations, 
but we ought to be able to get a few' 
outsiders to our meetings now and then. 
Listen to the way in which certain party 
members shout their heads off at one 
another and display in public for all to 
hear what bad psychologists they arc. 
Watch how scientific many members of 


the party are when they come to habits 
of living. Look how they who thin'-, 
that they have learnt how* capitalism 
works, fall for its propaganda in other 
fields which happen to be outside the 
party’s scope (i.e. in the direction r 
health). 

The eyes of the w orld are upon us. We 
create our reputation in society by the 
way w r e behave and act. We build the 
type of socialist party of to-morrow ‘ 
our acts and behaviour to-day. Those 
w ho scoff ‘ rubbish, capitalism determine* 
it all ’ had better get up to date. Hist r 
makes men, and men make histor; 
Capitalism may produce the condition 
whereby Socialism can be introduced — 
but we’ve got to know those condit:r.' 
and be ready to act upon them, 
capitalism will produce conditions which 
give it a new lease of life. 

Behind all this is the fact that we must 
become far more efficient or we shall ye* 
nowhere, and our efforts will be like the 
seeds which fell on stony ground. If 
opportunity knocks once at the door, 
we’ve got to be ready to open it. 

No offence comrades, no harm meant : 
those who have a dermis or epiderm - 
whose average thickness is below what 
it should be for this integument. 

H. Jarvi* 


INEFFICIENCY 

4 1 suppose I must be the most 1 De¬ 
ficient Mutt of all,” he confessed, idL 
making a paper dart out of a freshh 
filled-in Form E. “I always seem to 
lumbered with some Party job I haven t 
the slightest intention of doing for m re 
than the first week—if at all. It is e: - 
tremely annoying to have to think -j 
an excuse for backing out that sounds 
convincing and won’t spoil ray chore* 
of getting my name put down for * re¬ 
tiring else f can t do either.” 

“ It’s the meetings that really get r* - 
down,”, he continued, tearing up a 
lecting bag and gently polishing h :* 
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iv badge with it. “I know they always 
>iart half-an-hour late, but you must 
cave it even later if you are going to 
: ige that First half-an-hour or so when 
Tactically no one’s there.” The recol- 
::tion of many too-early arrivals seem- 
-i to depress him. Absentmindediy he 
•: eeled off a leaflet from a pile he had 
: rgotten to distribute, and started to 
rite a reply to a member on the back 
— until he suddenly remembered that, 
irer all, it was only that member's sixth 


unanswered letter to him. 

“I have made such a wide study of in¬ 
efficiency that with very little effort I 
can fail to do almost anything, ’ he said, 
with a note of pride. “Not content with 
simple omissions and delaying tactics, I 
have now reached a stage when 1 feel I 
can undertake wholesale errors of a more 
or less gross and preferably irremediable 
character. Such as . . 

He was about to elaborate on this when 
he suddenly stopped, turning deathly 


white. “My goodness/’ he fa.ter*: 
reaching for an adjacent Guinn*'' and 
upsetting it over the Branch book', 
nearly did it that time. If 1 were to 
all the secrets of inefficiency it cou’.d hen 
the efficient enemy to take counter¬ 
measures. And that would reallv be m 
lot.” 

With that he lit up a fag, threv the 
match over his shoulder, and set fire t 
the entire stock of Branch literature. 

P.RL 


ACCURATE THOUGHT AND EXPRESSION 


The Declaration of Principles, upon 
which our Party was founded half a cen¬ 
tury ago, is an example of clear and 
easily understood English that we would 
hnd very hard to excel. As Capitalism 
is basically the same now as then, and 
it is the basis of Capitalism about which 
e are mainly concerned, w r e can hardly 
do better than model our propaganda on 
the English of the Declaration. 

A man mixes with society for tw r o 
^easons only—what he can give and what 
he can take. As a taker, i.e. consumer, 
he requires that GENERAL education 
:oramon to all society, the ability to 
nderstand and express nimself in the 
.tnguage of his fellows, together with 
an understanding of such means of mea- 
-.-.ring and calculating as are commonly 
-sed. As a giver, i.e. producer, he re¬ 
wires a SPECIAL knowledge of partic¬ 
ular processes; e.g. an electrician needs 
know' all the implications of Ohm’s 
law, a physician the mechanics of diges- 
:: n. and so on. 

Pick up a medical text-book and you 
v. ill find it full of technical terms under- 
>: - »d by very few laymen. Yet there is 
r. u problem in medical science, nor any 
-::ence, beyond the grasp of the average 
rker who learns the elementary steps, 
ne by one, which leads up to it. Medi¬ 
cal science deals with conditions, and 
r r :»cesses often lengthy and involved, 
Ach are the direct concern of a few 
>; ecialised workers having their own 
terminology —a verbal shorthand based 
n a few Greek and La t ion roots—and 
_L.y because it is a verbal shorthand is 
it used. Those who are acquainted with 
ese physical conditions and processes, 
and who also know' certain Greek and 
Larin roots, usually find medical jargon 
~elf-explanatory. Similar comments can 
be made about a text-book on radio- 
— r . icing or boot-repairing. 

>n the question of Socialism, however, 
e leave the spheres of specialist know - 
- L - :- and enter one common to all men. 
one yet has any knowledge of Socia¬ 


lism except that it is a social system 
wherein the means of living are the 
property of society and democratically 
controlled, wherein each exercises his 
particular abilities for the common good, 
wherein all dwell in abundance, and the 
evils we know to be the direct result of 
Capitalism will not exist. Any attempt 
to describe Socialism beyond the fore¬ 
going will tell an enquirer less about 
Socialism than about us, and he ought 
not to be encouraged. We can only 
assure him that he will have an equal 
voice in the direction of affairs. 

The Socialist Party aims at converting 
the workers to our view of present-day 
society, which view is well summed up 
in the Declaration, and of making certain 
special political knowledge generally 
known. We have to use terms to which 
precise meanings are given : e.g. 'Capital', 
‘Value’, exchange and use, necessary and 
surplus; * Money ’; ‘ Price ’; * The State ’; 
‘ Political Party ’; ‘ Class ’, working and 
capitalist; etc., etc. These terms and 
their definitions are within the under¬ 
standing of any worker, and ought not 

to be forgotten. 

★ ★ ★ 

What then is a socialist? A socialist 
is a worker who is :— 

1. Politically intelligent enough to 
understand the Declaration of 
Principles. 

2. Emotionally constituted to desire 
Socialism as indicated in the Object 
the Party. 

3. Militant enough to enrol in the 
Party and see about getting it. 

This is the triad, and only this, which 
marks off a Socialist from his fellow 
workers. It seems that the architects of 
our Declaration have done their work 
very well. 

Such a Socialist would be expected to 
have a very decided attitude towards all 
the important happenings of present day 
life. Nevertheless, one cannot help being 
somewhat taken aback by the definition 
of “ attitude ” given by one writer in the 


August FORUM as “an enduring organi¬ 
sation of motivational, emotional, perce: - 
tual and cognitive processes with respect 
to some aspect of the individual’s w orld 
which definition is further enlarged up:: 
Surely every member of the work;: r 
class know s that an attitude is a posit: 
adopted; a positive attitude exists when 
some action is being contemplated, 
sake, but if w r e must then it is jusi 
as essential to define with common’/ 
understood terms as it is to identify 
person with the name by which he is 
habitually known. Another recent/ 
mentioned “empirically observable fact' 
There cannot be many workers v h 
would not understand the phrase “fir-- 
hand evidence” (i.e. evidence of our 
senses and not that communicated br¬ 
others) if such a phrase w^ere used. 

The first use of language is an instru¬ 
ment of our own thought. Defining 
thing, or a process, with precisi n 
enables us to focus attention direciL 
upon it to the exclusion of all other 
things and processes with which it ma; 
be related. We can then consider its 
relationship, if any, with other thi: _ - 
near at hand and also clearly defined : an: 
finally, by marshalling all in their - r L: 
of appearance, can the better detect cau-e 
and effect, and so arrive at a conclusion 
i.e. a description embodying if possible 
cause and effect. 

The second use of language is com¬ 
municating our conclusions to others 
The English language is rich in word- 
having more than one meaning, 
should always use the simple word t f 
only one generally understood meaning— 
the one we intend—rather than ponder¬ 
ous verbiage which the reader will ha e 
to translate into his own simple langiu g. 
and w hich hem may mistranslate. Let u~ 
at all times do our thinking accurately L 
using the clear and easily unders:. : 
terms of everyday > life, and clearne — 
expression will naurally follow. 

E. CARNELL 
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